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Ram a I. Hani, Ph.D. 
Departm entofCkm ist2-y 
T t3lnesaee state university 
Nashville, TN 37209-1561 
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Dear Dr. Manir 

This is in response to your letter dated July 28, 1990, in whi& you requested 
clarification of an article publisM  in BUSINESS WET!% (Jurx3 11, 199O)khat 
m entialedmynameh caulecticcl with the evaluatia of the effectiveness of 
sunscreens in b>lcxkingUVA rays. A fter reading a letter written w Pat Perot 
Sarders tick wasprinted inycurlccal newspaper, theTBBEEEM ,ycumQ- 
letter to the edftorbased on inform ation from  the articlem entioned abnna ti 
stated that"60 far, the cnlyprcduct~winEWtapproval farit8UV-A 
ooverq is Photoplex, a product of Allergan Inc." Ycu also stated that Ms . 
Sar-ders subm itted another letter to the editor of the V , refuting 
your statem entaboutPhotoplexbeing theonlyFKY+ap~ovedpra%xt for WA  
coverage arrd stating thatseveralpharm aceuticalcaqanies, includingM f3dDerm  
Inc. inKingf3pcrt, Tennessee via itsFcduct Aquaray,hadpxIuztswith 
sunscreens farblodtingbothUVA~VVBrays,whichhad~approval. :-,- 

Your statem ent iabasicallyaxrect. Theonlyproductthatcurrentlyhas : 
official F IX ~ovalforitsUK4coverage isPhotoplex, a~aluctof 
Allergan, Inc.'sHerbertLaboratories located in SantaAna,CA. However, at f, 
thist~eother~oB~tsm ayataohavleUVAclaims  intheirlabeling~ovided 

\'I,, 
:\ thsy 03ntaincertainerctiw2 irqredienta included inthfzFIS’sover-thee3unte.r .,I 

(UIC) drug review for 8unscreen drug prcducts and they m eet the agq's 
enforcem ent policy whi& aI-8 certa3n claixa3 (pxvicusly availdble prior to 

if; I 

t&e beginning of the UIC drug review) to appear in labeling until the ;; 1 ,. 
rulem a3rf~farthatc~sof~dr~~~~tafs ccm pletecl. Thf3rulemking ilL 
for CYIC sunscreendrq prdluctshas~tbeencanpleted todate. The agenq.~ I;\ 
hcpes to publish a tentative final 
in about 6 m ad-us, 

m umgram forOTCsunscreendrtqprcd~s '* ' 
Thatp~lHiI~fur~rdiscussWAcla~f~~ t, 

H??D-213:(sunscreen TFM):M ason “F  
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Dr. Rama I. Mani 
Department of Chemistry 
Tennessee State University 
Nashville, 0 Tenn. 37209 - I.&I 

Dr. William E. G ilbertson, 
Food and Drug Administration. 
5600 Fishers-Lane 
Rockville, MD 20857 

Dear Dr. G ilbertson, 

. 

I I July 28 1990 
, 

Recently, I read an article in Business Week (June 11, 1990) where 
your name is mentioned in connection with the evaluation of the 
effectiveness of sunscreens in blocking UV-A rays, Based on what 
I read in the article, I wrote a letter to the editor of the 
Tennessean, the local newspaper, in which I stated,among other 
things,that so far the only product to win FDA approval for its 
UV-A coverage is Photoplex, a product of Allergan Inc., Santa 
Ana, California. 

This statement of mine was questioned by Pat Pelot Sanders who, 
on July 25, wrote a letter to the Tennessean mentioning that 
Aquaray, a product of Med Derm Inc. has FDA approval for blocking 
both UV-A and UV-B rays and is about half the price of Photoplex. 

She also sent me a promotion material for Aqusray. Separately) 
she made a note on the envelope that the Med Derrre Inc. may have 
infornation about carcinogens in some other sunscreens QS 
Photoplex. 

pia Uy 

For your convenience, I am enclosing copies of: 
a) the Business Week article, my source; 
b) my letter to the editor of the Tennessean(&ryt); 
c) Pat Pelot Sanders's_letters (Jooe5,Tulyzs); 
d) promotion material for Aquaray. 

I would very much appreciate a clarification from you. This would 
of +iy xi greatly facilitate my response to Ms. Sanders's letterA in which 

the validity of my statement regarding Phptoplex has been questioned. 

&UlA I. MAN1 Ph. D. 
Professor of Chemistry 



IN THE DARK: TNL FDA HASN’T SET A STANDARD FOR ULTRAVIOLET-A 6LOCKtRS 
-- 

73iiGiClZi5ih now \vomGijF 

nXIy buy vcq high-srr: products that 
block only ti~-ts rays, and then stay in 
the SUII far LOC? long. “You lull the COW 

sumer into a false sense of security, and 
they stay out all day long and fry with 
ti\‘-AS,” says Sergio Nacht, research and 
development vice-president at Advanced 
Polymer Systems Inc., which is conduct- 
ing research into a new high-trch sun- 
screen (box)?bhat has the FDA worried, 
too, admits Rippere. - 
MURKY RULES. Even the WA admits its 
E-year-old Euidetines on sunscreens are 



Sunscreens don’t give ! 
complete protection j 

\ To the Editor: T&tVtVCM A tv 

about skin 1 &y 1 19fo 
d In a Letter to the Editor (June 9), Pat 

1 cancer are timely Pelot Sanders mentioned t&t skii &in- 
%- 76 IV.~SSL & Aa’ 1 cer in preventable “simply” by applying 

To the Editor: 3-ihd.G 4 sunscreen and wearing protective cloth- 

Many people don’t realize the most I 
ing and hats. 

However, this is an oversimplification, 1 
common cancer is s’kin cancer and that it 
is essentially Dreventable, simply by 
plyinp.sunscreen on the skin and wearing - 
protective clothinn and hats. - Sr** 

and there & a snag. 

I 
Most sunscreens block ultraviolet B 

rays, shorter wavelength radiation that 
causes sunburn and some skin cancers. 
But they do not protect against the longer 
W-A rays which are known to contrib- 
ute to ag& cancer and cataracts spfar, 
the only product to win FDA approval for 

& W-A covera@ is Photoolex, a urod- 
tgt of Allergan Inc., Santa Ana, callfor- 
nia. The Food and Drug Administration 
is increasingly concerned that sun &ire 
and cosmetic outfits are misleading the 
public about ultra-violet radiation pro- 
tection, which their products provide. 

Malignant melanoma, the most deadly 
skin cancer, exceeds the incidence of 
Hodgkins Disease. 

People who need sun protection the 
most can’t ask for it and or don’t know to 
ask for it, namely infants and young chil- 

& wonderful to see The Tennes- 
coverage of Martha Goldner by 

Sylvia Slaughter on April 8: “A mother 
with a mission - campaign warns kids 
about the sun” and Darrel L. Ellis, M.D.‘s 
April 10 Health Message, “Sun, moles 
major links to melanoma.” 

For the welfare of all Tennesseans. 
this important health issue should be re- 
peatedly emphasized by the media, espe 
cxally as we are into the sun season. 

Because of the Arthur Lee Goldner, 
IvLD., b>nd of the Skin Cancer Founda. 
tion, recently established in memory oi 
Dr. Goldner, 60,000 schools nationwide 

. 

:)I 

have received a poster for fourth, fifth 
and sixth grades, warning children of the 
dangers of too much sun. 

It is hoped that this campagn can be 
expanded to reach all the youth of this 
country. Q.&h 1 r;rc 
p+ peb+ %JYJ-- /&L&m&= 

The sun proteCtion factors (SPFs) on 
mostsumcreensrangefrom2to5O.A 
SPF of 15 offers sufficient protection for 
a day of sunning But people buy very- 
high SPF products that block only W-B 
rays and stay in the sun all day long and 
fry with the “a@@ W-A rays. 

Concern over the sun’s dangers has 1 
sparked new research into ways to fiit 
sun damage. One intriguing pursuit is !I 
marshaling the body5 defenses, such as 
melanin. I 

Melanin is nature’s best sunscreen: 
several companies are experimenting 
with the -Ied melanin-based sun- i 
blocks. But these products face years of 
testing. In the meanwhile, we have to be 
content with the product of an Arizona ~_ -. - 
based company, Frog-skins. It sells a 
Ion&sleeve shirt, which, it claims has an 
SPF of 36. 
Rama I. Mani 

Area compahy carries 
atmroved sun block 

Rami I. Mani (July I j is wrong about 
Photoplex being the only FDA approved 
sunscreen to block ultraviolet A (W-A) 
rayS. 

Thre are several pharmaceutical com- 
paliZ- 
$$oval to block W-A and W-B rays. 
One company right here in Tennessee, 
Med Derm Inc., p located in King5poIt 
(l-800-334-4286). T@ir DrOdU.Ct, 
-has a yF+20, ls water-r&S- 
tat& contain no pa@ padlmate-0, lane- 
lin, parabens or Fee. It is FDA ap- 
proved for blockm$? W-A a-m 
and is almost half the price of Photoplex 
Pat Pelot Sanders 
P.O. Box 1275 
Murfreesboro 37133 I 

Department of Chemistry 
Tennessee State University 37203 




